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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



All participants (applicant, applicanf s representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) M^i ffeuris o) 

Date of Interview. 

Type: ^^elephonic □ Televideo Conference □ Personal (copy is given to □ applicant □ applicanf s representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes □ No If yes, brief description:_ 



Agreement □ was reache<J. A]was not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed:. 



Identification of prior art discussed:. 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other commfints nT^g &d^^l/V^ ^ 

( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments. If available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 



FORM PTOL-413 (REV 2-98) 



Manual f Patent Examining Procedur , Section 713.04 Substance of Intervi wmustB Made fR cord 

Except as olheryvise provided a complete written statement as to the substance of §ny.face-to-face or telephone Interview with reaard to an aoDlication rhust h« 
madgpfrecor<»in thg iCfil!sa!!orL.whether or not an agreement with the examiner wiiVeached at the inten/lew. ^ appiicatior> myStM 

§1.133 Interviews 



(t)) in every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresenied at ihP 
andT.l35'(3Tas"ri3^^^^^ 

^r,J ' f ^"f'"^^V ^ 'ra"sa«ed in writing. All business with the Patent, or Trademark Office should be transacted in writinq The oersonai attendancp of 
applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trade™* nffk^ «^^^^ ? 
on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise.^tlpulaC or°L!^reSnT™L^^^ whlS I^em Is S^'-eT^^^ 

to re^rtmeC^'s\'?nL~S^ """^ exclusively on the written record in the Office If that record is itself incomplete through the failure 

h= or' responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
5lten^!ii? " ' '° '"^^ ^"'^^ « '"^'^e '0 correct material Inaccur^ies which bear dt^ctfy 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interieaf interview Summary Fomi for each interview held after January 1 . 1 978 where a matter of substance has 
been discussed dunng the inten«ew by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten form u^n^ a baH m^^Tu^^^^^^ 
.only pn>cedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which inten,iew recordation Isothe™^^^ 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions orthe like, or resulting in an exaSs amendment 
the agreement are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. ^ 

The Interview Surnmary Fomi shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the "Contents" list on the file 
wrapper n a personal interview the duplicate copy of the Form Is removed and given to the applicant (oVattomey or agent) at the conclusion ^ the 
case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address either with or prior to the next official cor^muTca^^^ " 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 
-Application Number of the application 
-Name of applicant 
-Name of examiner 
-Date of inten^iew 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 
-An identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

"^JHonHi^" whether an agreement was reached and if so. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 

contTar^S allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict further action by the e4m°ner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 

- Names of other Patent and Trademari< Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

ovJi!fo?fJ!!f "Jlf examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both applicant and 

Form nr n m ^h'T ^u"""^ T^'^ ^^'^^^ s^^^*^"^^ '^^'^^'^^^^ Or when it is adequat^reS 

It should be noted however, that the Interview Summary Form witi not nomaally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes 
or ,s supplemented bv the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the substance oTtheSew: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, 

^' ^rm "ted°i'lhe^Sner''°^ amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Intenrlew Summary 

^IfinfitoT'" °' 'k? Sf"!'^' -,"^? °* """"P^' arg^i^ents presented to the examiner. The Identification of arguments need not be lenqthv or 
nMhn^ mV^'"" °l detailed description of the arguments is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient If the gSl r^lure 
Pmnhilo ^'^"mT' ^TT"*^ ""^"^ '° ""tlerstood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may de^e to 

emphasize and fully descnbe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the eiaminer <>W"cani may oesire to 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) If appropriate, the general results or outcome of the intenriew unless already described in the Inten/lew Summary Form completed by the examiner. 

f^i'^liTn/^^I® expected to carefully review the applicanfs record of the substance of an inten/iew If the record is not complete or accurate the examiner will oive the 
applicant one month from the date of the notifying letter to complete the reply and thereby avoid abaridonmeni of the application (37 CFR 1 1 35?:7) 

Examiner to Check lor Accuracy 

»v=.mfn<Il''H?''* summary of what took place at the inten/lew should be carefully checked to determine the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 
rtaim^» '."'^T'^- " "'^'^ '\ ^" inaccuracy and it bears directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed ou in the ^jrt Office le ter H the 

^hhT"'^ °'.k 'T?- '"^ ^"^"''"^^ ^'^ 3 'e"er se"i"9 his or her version of the stTrnent a It "bulX h^^^^^ 



